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the more probable. Certain rules have been given by which to
judge whether or not evidence is favourably relevant. And by
combinations of these judgments of preference with the judg-
ments of indifference warranted by the Principle of Indifference
more complicated comparisons are possible.
3.  There are, however, many cases  in  which these  rules
furnish no means of comparison ; and in which it is certain that
it is not actually within our power to make the comparison.   It
has been argued that in these cases the probabilities are, in fact,
not comparable.   As in the example of similarity, where there
are different orders of increasing and diminishing similarity, but
where it is not possible to say of every pair of objects which of
them is on the whole the more like a third object, so there are
different orders of probability, and probabilities, which are not
of the same order, cannot be compared.
4.  It is sometimes of practical importance, when, for example,
we wish to evaluate a chance or to determine the amount of
our expectation, to say not only that one probability is greater
than another, but by how much it is greater.   We wish, that is
to say, to have a numerical measure of degrees of probability.
This is only occasionally possible. A rule can be given for
numerical measurement when the conclusion is one of a number
of equiprobable, exclusive, and exhaustive alternatives, but not
otherwise.
5.  In Part II. I proceed to a symbolic treatment of the
subject, and to the greater systematisation, by symbolic methods
on the basis of certain axioms, of the rules of probable argument.
In Parts III., IV,, and V. the nature of certain very important
types of probable argument of a complex kind will be treated
in detail; in Part III. the methods of Induction and Analogy,
in Part IV. certain semi-philosophical problems, and in Part V.
the logical foundations of the methods of inference now com-
monly known as statistical.